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CURRENT TOPICS. 


fas question is naturally asked on all hands, What is 
be the London office for the issue of writs under the 
gprocedure? As a correspondent points out, there is no 
rect statement in the Acts or rules as to where “ the 
mdon office” is to be found. It is believed that, 
liy and so soon as the several legal departments 
phe re-organized, the “ London office ” for the issuing 
} &c., will be one department only. No intima- 
as to this has, however, yet been given. At present, 
ore, and in the absence of any new and special 
magement, the expression “the London office” must 
taken to mean and to embrace the several offices in 
mdon now belonging or attached to the several 
fisional courts, the “ proper officer” for the issuing 
writs, referred to in rule 6 of order 5, being, “ unless 
jantil any rule to the contrary is made,” the several 
ficers now discharging that duty (see order 63). So 
abfor the present, and however much it may interfere 
th “a consecutive entry of actions,” writs to be issued 
m the Chancery Division will be sealed at the Record 
Writ Clerk’s Office, and writs to be issued from the 
’s Bench Division will be sealed: at the Queen’s 
h Writ Office, and so on as to the other divisions of 
High Court of Justice. 





Tur question of the right of the prosecuting counsel 
Crown prosecution to reply to the speech of the 
srs counsel, even though the latter calls no 

nce, was raised before Mr. Justice Field in the will 
case tried last week at the Central Criminal 
Mr. Giffard, Q.C., claimed a right of reply as 
iTepresentative of the Attorney-General, the prosecu- 
being conducted by the Solicitor to the Treasury, 
this claim was, after some discussion, allowed by 
The matter has been often debated, but the 

not hitherto been clearly settled. There is no 
that, whenever the Attorney-General appears 

ly on behalf of the Crown to prosecute, he is 
ito reply (see Reg. v. Marsden, M. & M. 439). 

lar right has been claimed for the Solicitor- 
and in Reg. v. Toakley (10 Cox, C. C. 406) Sir 

liam Bovill when appearing as Solicitor-General in a 
Office prosecution was allowed by Mellor, J., to 
lyto the speech of the defending counsel, on ‘the 
that he represented the Attorney-General ; and 

we afterwards the Recorder of London, in another 
be-Oflice prosecution (Reg. v. Barrow, 10 Cox, C. C. 
yi ‘said that there was no distinction to be drawn in 
a ne case between the Attorney-General and the 
micitor-General. The great point of doubt has been 
t the tule is to be extended to counsel who repre- 

i the law officers of the Crown in public prosecutions. 
‘Me rules made by the judges, in 1837, for regulating 
ttice to be observed in trials for felony where the 

has counsel” (7 C. & P. 676), the right would 
mtohave been extended beyond the Attorney and 
r-General, for it is provided that “in cases of 
Prosecutions for felony instituted by the Crown 
Officers of the Crown, and those who represent 





them, ate, in strictness, entitled to the reply, although no 
evidence is produced on behalf of the prisoner.” On 


| this principle Pollock, 0.B., in 1845 (Reg. v. Gardner, 1 


C. & K. 628), allowed the leading Crown counsel in a 
Post-Office prosecution to reply (no witnesses being 
called by the prisoner) on the ground that he was the 
representative of the Attorney-General, and that the 
prosecution was instituted by a Government office. 
But this rule does not seem to have been very generally 
recognized. In Reg. v. Christie (1 F. & F. 78), a case 
of murder tried at Liverpool, the prosecution having 
been directed by the Treasury, Martin, B., refused the 
tight of reply to the Attorney-General for the County 
Palatine of Lancaster, saying that the practice was a bad 
one, and he should only concede the privilege to the 
Attorney-General of England. In Reg. v. Beckwith 
(7 Cox, C. C. 505), Byles, J., refused to recognize the 


right when claimed by the prosecuting counsel in a pro- . 


secution which had been directed by the Poor Law Board, 
saying that it was limited to the Attorney-General pro- 
secuting in person, and that he would not 

allow it even to him. We confess that, like the learned 
judge in one of the cases quoted above, we fail te see 
why a prosecution on behalf of the Crown should not be 
conducted like any other prosecution, and we should re- 
gard with regret the general adoption of Mr. Justice 
Field’s view that where the Solicitor to the Treasury pro- 
secutes the counsel for the prosecution should have ae 
invariable right of reply. 





THs LODGER FRANCHISE has hitherto defied definition. 
Soon after the passing of the Reform Act of 1867 Mr 
Justice Byles confessed, in the case of Barnes v. Peter 
(17 W.R. 970, L. R. 4 C. P. 539), that he had “ with 
great labour tried in private to define the term 
*lodger,’”’ and he should “ certainly abstain from such az 
attempt for the future, at any rate in public.” The 
nearest approach to a definition was that given by Brett, 
J., in the same case, that no one can be both the occu- 
pier of a “ dwelling-house” within the Act and a lodger. 
Accordingly, in Barnes v. Peter the court held that as a 
setof rooms in a college at Cambridge was such @ 
dwelling-house, the occupier was not entitled to vote as a 
lodger. The majority of the Irish Court of Exchequer 
Chamber, under the similar language of the Irish Reform 
Act, have recently held (Byrne v. M‘Donogh, I. RB. 1 Reg. 
App. 175) that the occupier of a set of rooms in Trinity 
College, Dublin, resembling in structural features those 
at Cambridge, is entitled to vote as a lodger. Architec- 
tural or structural arrangement, they thought, ought net 
to govern their decision ; it was enough that “the house 
of which the claimant was an inmate was a dwelling- 
house””—a reason which turns upside down the defini- 
tion attempted by Brett, J., and substitutes for it this 
very singular rule that by living in a “dwelling-house” 
you become alodger. Following their previous decision iz 
Edwards v. Lang (I. R. 1 Reg. App. 34) the court held 
that in order to constitute a lodger it is not necessary 
that there should be a landlord, or any representative of a 
landlord, resident in the house, or that the landlord should 
have any key of the outer door or any means of admitting 
himself into the house when the outer door happened te 
be closed. Mr. Justice Fitzgerald, the dissentient 
judge, pointed out as a curious result of the decision 
that “every student who occupies chambers in the 
college will be admitted, as a lodger, to the parliamentary 
franchise of the City of Dublin, but such of the fellows 
or superior officers of the college as occupy houses within 
the college are not entitled to the franchise, either as 
householders or as lodgers.” 





Tere Is A sEcTION in the Judicature Act, 1873, which 
does not seem to have attracted the notice it deserves as 
a legislative settlement of a much debated question. 
Section 67 enacts that “The provisions contained in the 
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5th, 7th, 8th, and 10th sections of the County Courts 
Act, 1867, shall apply to all actions commenced or pend- 
ing in the said High Court of Justice in which any relief 
is sought which can be given in a county court.” The 
5th section of the County Courts Act, 1867, thus incor- 
porated, merely prevents the recovery of costs where not 
more than a certain sum is recovered, unless the judge 
certify, &c. Under this section the question was raised 
whether it applied to cases which could not have been 
brought in the county court. This was discussed in 
Gray v. West (17 W. R. 497, L. R. 4 Q. B. 175), in 
which it was pointed out that the Act of 1867, unlike the 
similar Acts which it repealed, seemed to apply to all 
actions, whether they could be brought in the county 
court or not ; but the Court of Queen’s Bench, while avoid- 
ing a decision on the point as to whether a plaintiff could 
be deprived of costs when he had no tribunal to resort to 
except the superior courts, held that the section would, 
at all events, allow them to give him costs, if they thought 
fit, where only £10 was recovered in tort. This was 
commented on in Craven v. Smith, in the Exchequer (17 
W. R. 710, L. R. 4 Ex. 146), when that court decided 
that the 5th section did apply to cases which could not 
be brought in the county court, and held that the fact 
that an action could not be so brought gave the plaintiff 
a prima facie case in favour of a certificate for his costs 
being granted. The point was again considered in the 
Queen’s Bench in Sampson v. Mackay (17 W. R. 883, 
L. R. 4 Q. B. 648), and that court also decided that the 
5th section applied to actions which could not be 
brought in a county court, and held that the fact that 
the action could not be so brought was merely an 
element for the court to consider in exercising their 
discretion under the statute. This question is now le- 
gislatively settled by the section of the Act of 1873 
above cited, and in cases where a less amount than 
the sums named in section 5 of the County Courts 
Act, 1867, is recovered, and relief could not have 
been obtained in the county court, no certificate will 
be required to entitle the plaintiff te his costs of 
suit. It will be remembered that under order 55 of 
the new rules, in actions tried by a jury, the costs are 
still to follow the event, unless, upon application made 
at the trial and for good cause shown, the judge shall 
otherwise order. 





Two recent cases have settled important points of 
practice under the garnishment sections of the Common 
Law Procedure Act, 1854, which, it will be remembered, are 
embodied in order 45 of the new rules of procedure. The 
61st section is express that the order for attachment may 
include “debts owing or accruing”; that is, as was ex- 
plained in Jones v. T'hompson (6 W. R. 443), including 


debitumin presenti solvendum in futuro. Butin Tapp 
v. Jones (23 W. R. 694), it was contended that the order 
for payment, which may be made on the hearing of the 
summons calling on the garnishee to show cause why he 
should not pay, must be limited to debts actually due, to 
the exclusion of debts accruing. The statute (like the 
new rules) is a little defective and ubscure upon this 
point, providing only in sections 63, 64, for what is to be 
done when the garnishee does not pay, but no order for 
payment being expressly named. There is, however, 
nothing to show that the order for payment which is 
implied by section 61 should be any less extensive than 
the order for attachment; and it was held by the court 
that it might include accruing debts, though the order 
for execution under section 63, or for writ under section 
64, must be postponed till the debt becomes actually due. 
In Lowe v. Blakemore (23 W. R. 856) the error was re- 
dressed into which Vice-Chancellor Bacon fell in Jn re 
Greenway (21 W. R.866, L. R. 16Eq.619). In commenting 
upon Emmanuel v. Bridger (see 18 S. J. 624), we pointed 
out the inconsistency of Jn re Greenway with the earlier 
decisions, and the singular nature of the reasoning on 
which it was based. We need not now repeat our remarks ; 
it is sufficient to say that the case of Lowe v. Blakemore 





oo 
decides that a judgment creditor who has obtained m 
order for attachment before the commencement of the 
judgment debtor's liquidation, is a secured creditor withip 
the 12th and 16th sections of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869 
although no order for payment has been made. : 





Yzsterpay there came into operation the new lay 
with reference to adulteration. A critical analysis o 
the Act of last session will be found in another column, 








THE NEW PRACTICE: A READING OF Tap 
RULE: 


Tue Preaviwes (continued). 


Ws discussed last week the general rules relating t 
pleading. There is one consideration which should be 
added to what we then said. It is obvious that unde. 
any system that requires facts to be pleaded pleading, 
must be drawn upon the most accurate knowledge of the 
facts that can be obtained. At common law, when very 
general allegations were allowed, very meagre instruc. 
tions were frequently considered sufficient for pleadings, 
Nothing was more common in a pleader’s chambers than 
for the instructions for declarations or pleas to consist of 
a letter from the country client to the London agent 
most imperfectly shadowing out the facte, inclosed ina 
sheet of draft paper with the usual indorsement, and 
either blank within or containing merely, ‘‘ Herewith is 
sent letter from Messrs. So-and-so, dated, &c. Counsel 
will please prepare the necessary pleas.” Counsel ac. 
cordingly framed a variety of alternative general state. 
ments, under some of which he thought his client's case 
must range itself, and the materials for proof were not 
accurately worked up until the preparation for trial began, 
This sort of thing will not do any longer. It will be 
essential that counsel should have instructions before him 
approximating to such a statement of the case as he would 
now have in his brief at the trial. 

We shall now consider briefly the requisites of the 
different pleadings :— 

Claim.—Unless the defendant, when he entered his 
appearance, stated that he did not require a statement of 
claim, the plaintiff must deliver his claim (a). He may, 
if he thinks fit, deliver it with the writ of summons, or 
at any time within six weeks from the appearance 
of the defendant, or within such further time a 
asa judge may allow afterwards, and although the de- 
fendant may have appeared and stated that he does not 
require the delivery of the claim; but in this case a judge 
may make such order as to the costs occasioned thereby a 
shall seem just, if it appear that the delivery of a state- 
ment of claim was unnecessary (b). The claim must 
state specifically the relief which the plaintiff claims, 
either simply or in the alternative, and may also ask for 
general relief. If the plaintiff claims discovery only his 
statement of claim must show it(c). If he seeks relief in 
respect of several distinct claims founded upon distinct 
facts, they must be stated separately (d). When the 
plaintiff proposes to have the action tried elsewhere than 
in Middlesex, the statement of claim must name the 


‘county or place in which he proposes the action shall be 


tried (ce). The result of the non-delivery of a statement 
of claim, where the plaintiff is bound to deliver one, # 
that the defendant may apply to a judge to dismiss the 
action with costs for want of prosecution, and the judge 
may order the action to be dismissed, or make such 
other order as seems just (7). 

Interpleader.—The procedure and practice of the 
courts of common law under the Interpleader Acts are 
extended to all actions in all the divisions of the High 
Court (g). The result of this provision would seem to be 
to restrict the use of interpleader to cases where 


(a) Order 19, rule 2. (e) Order 36, rule 1. 
6) Order 21, rule 1. ) Order 29, rule 1. 
¢) Order 19, rule 8. ), Order 1, rule 2. 
d) Ib, rule 9. 
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jon has been actually commenced, instead of allowing 
it, as has hitherto been done in equity, where conflicting 
aims only are made. Under the Interpleader Acts, the 

lication by the defendant must be made after declara- 
tion and before plea, but it will be observed that under 
the new rules it may be made at any time after being 
served with the writ and before delivering a defence (h). 

Defence.—If the plaintiff has delivered a claim, the de- 
fendant must deliver his defence within eight days from 
the delivery of the claim, or from the time limited for 
appearance, whichever shall be last (7). If the de- 
fendant has stated that he does not require the 
delivery of a claim, and a claim has not been delivered, 
he is not bound to deliver a defence, but may do so at 
any time within eight days after his appearance. These 
times may be extended by a judge (k). In addition to the 
general provisions relating to terseness in pleading, it is 
provided that the defence shall be as brief as the nature 
of the case will admit (/). If the defendant relies on 
distinct grounds of defence founded upon distinct facts, 
he must state them separately (m). If he relies on any 
facts as supporting a right of set-off or counter-claim, he 
must in his defence state specifically that he does so by 
way of set-off or counter-claim (7). 

Animportaat provision as to the defendant’s rights is 
that extending his power to raise counter-claims. He 
may, in future, subject to the power of a judge to refuse 
permission or to exclude, either (1) set off any claim 
against the plaintiff, whether it be a debt or unliquidated 
damages, or set up any counter-claim against the 
plaintiff which he could have raised by cross action (0) ; 
or (2) set up any counter-claim raising questions between 
himself and the plaintiff along with any other person (p). 
And where the set-off or counter-claim is established and 
shows a balance in favour of the defendant, the court may 
give judgment for the defendant for such balance (q). 
Where a defendant sets up any counter-claim which 
raises questions between himself and the plaintiff along 
with any other person, he must add to the title of his 
defence a further title similar to the title in a statement 
of complaint, setting forth the names of all the persons 
who, if such counter-claim were to be enforced by cross 
action, would be defendants to such cross action, and 
must deliver his defence to such of them as are parties 
to the action within the period within which he is re- 
quired to deliver it to the plaintiff (7); and any one of 
them who is not a party to the action will be served with 
acopy of the defence indorsed in a special form. He 
must appear thereto, and may deliver a reply within the 
time in which a defendant may deliver a defence (s). 
The statement of defence may include any ground of 
defence which may have arisen after action brought, but 
before the delivery of the statement of defence (¢). The 
result of not delivering a defence within the time allowed 
is, where the plaintiff's claim is for a debt or liquidated 
demand, and the defendant has not dispensed with the 
statement of claim, that the plaintiff may, at the 
éxpiration of such time, enter final judgment for the 
amount claimed, with costs(u). If the plaintiff's claim 
is for detention of goods or pecuniary damages, the 
plaintiff may enter an interlocutory judgment against 
the defendant, and a writ of inquiry will issue to 
assess the value of the goods, or the damages. In place 
of the writ of inquiry it is provided that a judge may 
order the value and amount of damages, or either of 
them, to be ascertained in any way in which any 
question arising in an action may be tried (v). In an 
action for the recovery of land, if the defendant makes 
default in delivering his defence, the plaintiff may enter 
4 judgment that the person whose title is asserted in the 


writ shall recover possession of the land, with his costs (w). 
But in all these cases the judgment by default may be 
set aside by a judge on such terms as he may think fit («). 

Grounds of defence arising after delivery of the state- 
ment of defence may, within eight days after they have 
arisen, be included in a further defence. When the de- 
fendant alleges any ground of defence arising after action 
brought, the plaintiff may deliver a confession of such 
defence, and thereupon sign judgment for his costs up to 
the time of pleading such defence (y). 

Discontinuance.—At any time, up to the time of taking 
any further proceeding in an action after the defendant 
has delivered his defence, the plaintiff may, by notice in 
writing, discontinue his action or withdraw any part of 
his alleged cause of complaint, upon paying defendant's 
costs of the action, or defendant’s costs occasioned by 
the matter so withdrawn. Such discontinuance or with- 
drawal will not be a defence to any subsequent action (z). 
After any proceeding has been taken subsequent to 
the delivery of the defence, the plaintiff cannot with- 
draw the record or discontinue the action without leave of 
a judge (c). If he does not give notice of trial, the de- 
fendant may do so (a), and he cannot countermand notice 
of trial except by consent, or leave of a judge (b). The 
defendant cannot withdraw his defence, or any part of 
it, without such leave (c). 

Reply.—The plaintiff must deliver his repiy, 1t any: 
within three weeks after the defence has been de- 
livered, unless the time is extended by a judge (d). 
Where any ground of defence to any set-off or counter- 
claim arises after reply, the plaintiff may, within eight 
days after it has arisen, deliver a further reply (e). 

No pleading subsequent to reply, other than a joinder 
of issue, can be pleaded without leave of a judge. If 
such leave is given, the pleading subsequent to reply 
must be delivered within four days after the delivery of 
the previous pleading. If not delivered within that time, 
the pleadings will be deemed to be closed at the expira- 
tion of that time (/). 

Demurrer.—The most important point, from an 
equity point of view, to be observed with reference 
to a demurrer, is that it may be used with refer- 
ence to any pleading of the opposite party. It must 
state specifically whether it is to the whole or to a part, 
and to what part, of the pleading of the opposite partys 
It must state some ground in law for the demurrer, but 
the party demurring will not, on the argument of the 
demurrer, be limited to the ground so stated. The de- 
murrer must be delivered in the same manner and within 
the same time as any other pleading in the action (é.e., if 
to a statement of claim, within eight days, and if toa 
reply, within three weeks) (g). The defendant desiring 
to demur to part of a statement of claim, and to put in a 
defence to the other part, must combine such demurrer 
and defence in one pleading (A). If he desires to plead as 
well as demur to the matter demurred to, he may, before 
demurring, apply to a judge for leave to do so, or to 
reserve leave to him to plead after the demurrer is over- 
ruled (i); or he may apply for such an order after the 
demurrer has been overruled (t). When a demurrer is 
delivered, either party may enter the demurrer for argu- 
ment, giving notice on the same day to the other party. 
If the demurrer is not entered and notice given within 
ten days after delivery, and if the party whose pleading 
is demurred to does not within such time serve an order 
for leave to amend, the result will be the same as if 
judgment had been given against him on the demurrer(I). 

Issues,—Where it appears to a judge that the state- 
ment of claim or defence or reply does not sufficiently 
define the issues of fact in dispute between the parties, 





(h) Order 1, rule 2. Order 16, rule 17; order 
(i) aaa ye > aeee 


Order 22, rule 1, 2 . 
4k) 16, rule 2, (g) Order 22, rule 10. 
ler 19, rule 2. (r) 1d, rule 5. 
m) Order 19, rale 9. (s) Zé. rales 6—8. 
n) Ib, rule 10, 3 Order 20, rule 1, 


2) Ib, rule 14. F) Order 29, rule 12. 


w) Id. rule 7. (e Order 20, rule 2. 
i Order 20, rules 2, 3. 4 Order 28, rules 1-3. 


(z) Order 23. “ Ib, rule 4. 
a) Order 36, rule 4. t) Td. rule 5. 
8 Ib. rule 13. (k) Ib. rule 12, 
ce) Order 23 (4) Zé. rule 6. 





°) Id. rule 3, u) Order 29, rule 2. 
‘ Ib. rule 4. See ante, p. 870. 
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he may direct the parties to prepare issues, to be settled, |] possession or power, relating to any matter in q 


if the parties differ, by the judge (m). 

Amendment of Pleadings.—The plaintiff may, without 
leave, amend his claim once before replying, or, where 
no defence is delivered, before the expiration of four 
‘weeks from the appearance of the defendant who has 
last appeared. A defendant may, without leave, amend 
his set-off or counter-claim at any time before pleading 
to the reply; or, in case there be no reply, before the 
expiration of twenty-eight days from the filing of his 
defence (7). Such amendments may, however, be dis- 
allowed by a judge (0). A judge in chambers, or at the 
trial, may also at any stage of the pleadings allow either 
party to alter his pleading (p). The amended pleading 
must be delivered to the opposite party within the time 
allowed for amending it (q). 


PayMENT Into Court. 

In place of the limited power of paying into court 
which now exists, it is provided that in any action 
brought to recover a debt or damages, any defend- 
ant may at any time after service of the writ, and 
before or at the time of delivering his defence, or by 
leave of the court or a judge at any later time, pay into 
eourt a sum of money by way of satisfaction or amends. 
Payment into court must be pleaded in the defence, and 
the claim in respect of which such payment shall be 
made must be specified therein (r). 


Discovery. 

An important change will be introduced by the rules 
into the practice with reference to discovery at common 
law. Hitherto, under the Common Law Procedure Act, 
1854, specified interrogatories have been put by leave 
of a judge only, and upon an affidavit by the party and 
his attorney that a good cause of action or defence 
existed. Itis now provided that the plaintiff may, at 
the time of delivering his claim, or not later than the 
close of the pleadings, and a defendant may, at the time 
of delivering his defence, or not later than the close of 
the pleadings, without leave, and either party may at 
any time, by leave, deliver interrogatories in writing for 
the examination of the opposite parties, with a note at the 
foot thereof, stating which of such interrogatories each 
of such persons is required to answer (s). Interrogatories 
may, by leave of a judge, be delivered to any member or 
officer of a corpcration which is a party to the action (é). 
The party to whom the interrogatories are put may, 
within four days after service of them, apply at chambers 
to strike out any interrogatory, on the ground that it is 
scandalous or irrelevant, or is not put bond fide for the 
purposes of the action, or that the matter inquired after 
is not sufficiently material at that stage of the action, or 
on any other ground; and the judge, if satisfied that any 
interrogatory is objectionable, may order it to be struck 
out (u). Or the party may object to answer an interroga- 
tory, stating the ground of objection in his affidavit in 
answer (v), which he must file within ten days(w). The 
costs of unnecessary or unreasonable interrogatories, 
together with those of the answers thereto, may be in- 
flicted on the party putting them (2). 

As to the discovery of documents, power is given to 
any party, without filing any affidavit (such as was re- 
quired by the Common Law Procedure Act, 1854), to 
apply to a judge for an order directing any other party 
to the action to make discovery on oath of the documents 
which are or have been in his possession or power, rela- 
ting to any matter in question in the action (y), and the 
court or a judge may, at any time during the pendency 
of any action or proceeding, order the production by any 
party thereto, upon oath, of such of the documents in his 


(m) Order 25, 

(n) Order 27, rules 2, 3. 
{o) Ib. rule 4. 

(p) Jd. rule 1. 

(q) J. rule 10. 

(r) Order 30, rule 1. 

(s) Order 31, rule 1. 





(t) Td. rule 4, 
(u) Id, rule 5. 
(v) 1d. rule 8. 
(w) Ib. rule 6. 
(z) Ib, rule 2. 
o Id, rule 12, 





in such action or proceeding, as the court or judge 
think right ; and the court may deal with such doc 
when produced, in such manner as shall appear just (2 

It may happen—as, for instance, where the question gt 
issue is whether one of the parties is or is not an agent 
that the right to discovery depends on the determinatio, 
of the question in dispute in the action. In these cages it 
is provided that a judge may, if satisfied that the right 
to the discovery or inspection sought depends on the 
determination of any issue or question in dispute in thy 
action, or that for any other reasén it is desirable ths 
any issue or question in dispute in the action should hy 
determined before deciding upon the right to the dis. 
covery or inspection, order that such issue or question by 
determined first, and reserve the question as to the dis, 
covery or inspection (a). Interrogatories must be answered 
by affidavit, to be filed within ten days, or such time agg 
judge may allow. If the affidavit exceeds three foliog jn 
length it must be printed ()). The sufficiency of any 
affidavit in answer, if objected to, is to be determined } 
a judge upon motion or summons (c). The remedy by 
attachment for compelling an answer to interrogatoriesis 
supplemented by a provision that the party failing tp 
answer, or to discover documents, in addition to bei 
liable to attachment, shall also, if a plaintiff, be liable to. 
have his action dismissed for want of prosecution; and, 
if a defendant, to have his defence, if any, struck out, 
and to be placed in the same position as if he had not 
defended (d). Any party may, at the trial of an action or 
issue, use in evidence any one or more of the answers of 
the opposite party to interrogatories, without putting in 
the others. But the judge may look at the whole of the 
answers, and if he shall be of opinion that any others of 
them are so connected with those put in that the last 
mentioned answers ought not to be used without them, 
he may direct them to be put in (¢). 





LEGISLATION OF THE YEAR. 
III, 
JUSTICES OF THE PEACE, 


Car. 54.—An Act to amend the Qualification required 
by Persons acting as Justices of the Peace. 


The ancient qualification of justices of the peace, 
prescribed by the Acts 13 Rich. 2, stat. 1, c. 7, and 
2 Hen. 5, stat. 2, c. 1, was that the persons chosen 
should be “the most sufficient knights, esquires, and 
gentlemen of the land,” dwelling in the same county 
for which they were made justices. Towards the middle 
of the last century it was thought necessary to restrict 
this somewhat indefinite description, and accordingly, by 
an Act passed in 1745 (18 Geo. 2, c. 20), after reciting 
that “ whereas by many Acts of Parliament of late years 
made, the power and authority of justices of the peace 
is greatly increased, whereby it is become of the utmost 
consequence to the common weal to provide against 
persons of mean estate acting as such,” it was provided 
that no person should be capable of being a justice of 
the peace who was not possessed for his own benefit of 
£100 a year in lands, or of a reversion or remainder in 
lands of the clear yearly value of £300. Thus thelaw 
has remained for over a century and a quarter, the de 
ficiency in numbers of qualified laymen being supplied 
by the appointment of large numbers of the clergy. I 
recent times, however, public opinion has pronounced 
the combination of the functions of clergyman ant 
magistrate to be undesirable, and the Lord Chancellor 
said last session “ he had found that the rule with refer 
ence to clergymen was that where a Lord-Lieutenait 
recommended a clergyman to be appointed to the bench, 
the holder of the Great Seal requested the Lom 


(z) Ib. rule 11. (c) Td. rule 9. 
(a) Ib. rule 19, (4) Id. rule 20. 
(4) 1b, rules 6, 7. (¢) 1d. rule 23. 
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2 le scant to consider whether there was any layman in 
udge shan the county qualified to be placed on the bench, and, un- 
locum, igs the Lord-Lieutenant said it was quite impossible to 
ar j ae discover a layman so qualified, the holder of the 
neal Great Seal declined to appoint a clergyman.” 
n Pg mhe effect of the adoption of this course is to render 
rmination some widening of the class from which magis- 
S€ Cases j trates can be chosen. The original proposal of the Bill 
the ri tt introduced last session was to render eligible any person 
ds an of a clear yearly income of £300 arising 
ite in th. from personal estate, This was probably deemed too 
rable that sng an innovation on the time-honoured principle that 
should be. jy integrity and intelligence are restricted to the owners of 
the dis. ie land; accordingly the peer who had charge of the Bill 
estion by Ig firstplaced on the paper an amendment making thequalifi- 
- the dis, [cation the being rated to the relief of the poor to not less 
answer jm than £150 per year in respect of lands within the county, 
time ag, fg ad afterwards substituted for this another notice of 
foliog jy fy amendment making the occupier for two years of lands 
y of any within the county of the rateable value of £200 eligible. 
nined b By the Act, as it was finally passed into law, any person 
medy by of full age who, during the two years immediately pre- 
atoriesis [ceding his appointment, has “been the occupier of a 





dwelling-house assessed to the inhabited house duty at 
the value of not less than £100 within any county, and 









































Be. to. | bas during that time been rated to all rates and taxes in 
yn ; of the said premises, “and who is otherwise 
nck out, digible,” is to be deemed qualified to be appointed a 
had not. | justice of the peace for such county. The phrase “ other- 
ction or wise eligible” apparently refers to the disqualification of 
swers of fp Spractising attorney, which it will be remembered, by 
tting in statute 34 Vict. c. 18, is restricted to the bench of the 
le of the county in which he practises $ also, perhaps, to the dis- 
thers of qualification of the sheriff during his year of office. 
he last. 
it them, ADULTERATION. 
Cur. 63.—An Act to Repeal the Adulteration of Food 
Acts, and to make Better Provision for the Sale of Food 
and Drugs in a Pure State. 
Tur adulteration clauses of the Licensing Act (35 & 
36 Vict. c. 94, ss. 19—-22) having been already repealed 
by the 37 & 38 Vict. c. 49, s. 33, the Sale of Food and 
equired Drugs Act, 1875, which came into operation yester- 
day (section 35), and which repeals (section 1) the 
two Adulteration Acts of 1860 and 1872, together with 
ea » the sections of the Pharmacy Act and the Sale of Poisons 
» aad Act which incorporated the Act of 1860, reduces the law 
~~ on this subject to a fair degree of at least external sim- 
’ 
oouniy The first dispositive section (section. 3) forbids the 
middle mixing for the purpose of sale of any*article of food 
— (which by section 2 includes any article used for food or 
ly, by drink by man other than drugs or water) with any in- 
citing gredient so as to render it injurious to health, under a 
Bsc penalty of £50 for a first, and six months’ imprisonment 
wen for a subsequent, offence ; and section 4 forbids, under 
mend the like penalty, the mixing for the purpose of sale of 
ae any drug (‘except for the purpose of compounding as 
al inafter described,’’ a phrase which we will examine 
at below) with any ingredient so as to affect injuriously its 
wy 4 quality or potency. “Drug” includes “ medicine for 
es internal or external use.” 
. dee : The same sections impose the like penalty on “ order- 
. ing or permitting any other person” so to mix food or 
~ for the purpose of sale. The word “ permit,” 
“in Which is introduced for the first time, seems, by virtue of 
a its vagueness, to be a strong word. Still, a person can 
o; only be said to permit that which he might have pre- 
wo Vented ; and again, the power to prevent cannot be taken 
on in its most general sense, but must be limited to the case 
ai, the person said to permit stands in some relation 
and of contract or authority to the person who does the act 
ne permitted—as that of employer or purchaser ; nor can per- 





mission be said to exist except where there is knowledge, 
or at least such reasonable ground for suspicion, as leads, 
or ought to lead, to an actual belief that the act is going 













to be done. The word “permit” instead of “ procure” 
was no doubt used to include cases of connivance, as 
distinct from cases of instigation; but we doubt whether 
it would not have been better to use the word “ procure” 
in place of the two words “order” or “ permit.” 

But the same sections further impose the like penalty 
on one who sells any article so mixed; section 5 allowing 
him to discharge himself by showing that he neither 
knew, nor could with reasonable diligence have known, of 
the mixture. This is an improvement in fairness on the 
late Act, or rather on the very stringent and arbitrary 
interpretation of it by the Queen’s Bench in Fitzpatrick 
v. Kelly (21 W. R. 681, L. R. 8 Q. B. 337); and 
the difficult and obscure phraseology of selling “as un- 
adulterated,” &c., is here (and elsewhere in the Act) 
avoided. 

Nevertheless, it may be questioned whether section 6 
is wholly successful in its phraseology. That section 
enacts that no one shall (under a penalty of £20) sell “te 
the prejudice of the purchaser any article of food or any 
drug which is not of the nature, substance, and quality of 
the article demanded by such purchaser.” Is this in- 
tended, or will it be held, to include cases of mere mis- 
take in selling one thing for another? Common sense 
might seem to point out that it must be limited to the 
case of the seller meaning to hand over to the purchaser 
that which the purchaser actually demands, or, in other 
words, knowing what it is that the purchaser demands, 
and also knowing what is the description of thing whick 
he hands over, though possibly not knowing its precise 
“nature, substance, and quality.” But we are by no 
means sure that this is so; mistake is not mentioned 
among the defences, and it may be that it was considered 
that whenever the delivery of the wrong object was “te 
the prejudice of the purchaser,” it would be safe to hold 
the seller liable. But what is “to the prejudice of the 
purchaser” ? Perhaps the phrase is meant to include 
every case where the purchaser cannot use the thing 
bought for the purpose, or to the extent, or with the re- 
sults which would have been possible if he had obtained 
exactly what he asked for; or at least to cover every case 
where this defect exhibits itself in a matter falling within 
his actual requirements. This may be the meaning; and 
we incline to think it is; but probably the phrase will 
not pass without litigation. It must be further noticed 
that from the provisions which follow it appears that im 
the prohibitory part of the section the words “ which is 
not of the nature, substance, and quality of the article 
demanded ”’ must be read as if the word “ wholly” were 
inserted after “ not.” 

Under the same section (s. 6) follow four defences 
The first is, that the immixed ingredient, noé being in- 
jurious to health, is no? added fraudulently to increase 
the bulk, weight, or measure of the article, or to conceal 
its inferior quality, but is added “ because the same is 
required for the production or preparation thereof as an 
article of commerce, in a state fit for carriage or con- 
sumption.” In immediate sequence to this, as being also 
a defence under this section, and as involving the same 
two negative conditions, we should expect to find the 
proviso which exonerates the seller if, at the time of 
delivering the article, he gives notice to the purchaser, 
“by a label, distinctly and legibly written or printed on 
or with the article or drug,” that it is mixed. Prudent 
sellers will, no doubt, adopt this precaution in every 
case of mixture rather than trust to being able to prove 
the necessity of the mixture for the purpose of produc. 
tion or preparation. On the other hand, no such pre- 
caution will save them from the consequences of selling 
what is mixed so as to be injurious to health, or for the 
purpose of fraudulently increasing the bulk or concealing 
the quality. This proviso we should (as already noticed) 
have expected to find under the 6th section. In fact, 
however, it forms the 8th section. Why does it 
occupy this distinct place? It certainly has no sensible 
application to section 7 nor to section 3. It may, how- 
ever, apply to section 4, so as to allow a mixed drug te 
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be sold with notice, where the mixture, though it 
injuriously affects the potency of the drug, is not injurious 
to health, and is nct for the purpose of fraudulently 
increasing the bulk or concealing the quality, and though 
not necessary for its production or preparation (and 
therefore not protected by section 6, sub-section 1), is 
added either for the purpose of use or of luxury. This may 
be so, but then the difficulty arises that, though the sale 
is permitted, the mixture itself is still forbidden ; so that 
persons are permitted to sell that which no one is per- 
mitted to make, unless, indeed, by a necessary though 
very violent construction, the exception in section 4 is 
read as applicable to section 8, or the prohibition against 
mixing in section 4 is read as qualified by reference to 
the intended sale, and the section is read subject to the 
qualification “ except where the sale of a drug so mixed 
is hereinafter permitted.” 

This brings us back to the obscure words of the ex- 
ception in section 4, “No person shall, except for the 
purpose of compounding us hereinafter described, mix,” 
&c. Now, no “compounding” is anywhere described 
in terms. What is, in fact, a compounding is described 
in the terms of its design or purpose in the 2nd sub- 
section of section 6, and, perhaps, this may be intended, 
though the word “compound” is not used. Possibly, 
also, under the inducement of forcing the statute into 
harmony with itself, the purely negative words of section 
8 may be construed as describing a kind of “‘ compound- 
ing,” that is, all kinds of compounding which are not 
done fraudulently to increase the bulk or conceal the in- 
fericr quality. But the only place where the word 
“compound ” is used (except the merely referential 4th 
sub-section of section 6) is in section 7. That section 
prohibits, under a penalty of £20, the selling “ any com- 
pound article of food or compounded drug which is not 
composed of ingredients in accordance with the demand 
of the purchaser.’’ With respect to many, if not most, 
of such articles the purchaser knows little or nothing of 
their ingredients, and therefore makes no demand as to 
them; the ingredients are neither in accord nor disaccord 
with his demand. The sentence must therefore be read 
as if the “ not”’ immediately preceded “in accordance,” 
and must refer to cases where the ingredients are specified. 
But probably the case chiefly in view was that of the article 
being ‘‘compounded”’ to order according to arecipeor pre- 
scription furnished by the purchaser. If so, then, although 
the compounding is not mentioned, but only the selling 
what is compounded, it is probable that this section was 
referred to by the obscure words of the exception in 
section 4, and that they are meant, at least, to include 
the case of the seller compounding for sale according to 
the purchaser's order. And it is very necessary that 
that they should do so; for otherwise there is no protec- 
tion to the chemist who, in pursuance of a prescription, 
mixes with a drug anything which affects injuriously its 
quality or potency. The purpose of section 7, and its 
further bearing on sections 4 and 6, we will consider 
below. 

The next defence mentioned in section 6 is that the 
drug is a proprietary medicine, or that, being the subject 
of a patent in force, it is supplied in the state required 
by the specification. In the case, therefore, of a pro- 
prietary medicine, the sale is absolutely withdrawn 
from the operation of the Act (“an offence shall not be 
deemed to be committed under this section’’); as to 
such medicines the purchaser is left to the remedies of 
the common law and the Merchandise Marks Act. With 
respect to a real patent medicine it is otherwise; the 
seller must see that it is made as required by the speci- 
fication. Ent if it is so made, we fail to understand why 
he needs any protection at all, for one who on request 
sells a patent thing truly made certainly sells a thing of 
exactly the “ nature, substance, and quality ”’ demanded, 

The third defence is that “the food or drug is com- 
pounded as in this Act mentioned.” Mentioned where ? 
The clause cannot possibly mean to refer to the 1st sub- 
section under the same 6th section. Still less can it refer 
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to section 8. In either case, besides other absurdities, it 
would free the seller absolutely where these provision 
only absolve him under conditions and qualifications, ] 
cannot refer to section 7; for that section is evidently 
intended to create an entirely distinct offence; ang 
further, if the article were compounded in accordangg 
with the purchaser's demand as required by that section, 
there could not possibly be any offence under section 6, 
nor therefore anything requiring a special exemption, 
We cannot tell what it means. 

The fourth defence is happily more intelligible. It is 
that “the food or drug is unavoidably mixed with some 
extraneous matter in the process of collection or pre. 
paration.” The case contemplated seems to be a mixture 
not by design, but unintentional and inevitable. . 

The 7th section, which has already been noticed, 
raises a doubt (which there would be otherwise nothing 
to warrant) whether the sale mentioned in sections 4 and 
6 is not limited to the sale of simple foods and drugs, 
But though such a construction might possibly be sus- 
tained with reference to section 4, it would be impossible 
(unless the second and third defences are quite out of 
place, whatever may be the exact meaning of the third) 
not to construe the 6th section as extending, at least, to 
the several foods or drugs in a state of combination, if 
not to the whole resulting compound. But if so, every 
offence under section 7 must be an offence under sec. 
tion 6, with the same penalty, and the need of section 
vanishes, except so far as it may, by virtue of the ex- 
ception in section 4, act in the clumsiest manner possi: 
ble as a qualification on that section. 

Queere.—In the case of the sale of a compound in 
which several ingredients are amiss, will there be a dis. 
tinct offence in respect of each ingredient, and also an 
offence in respect of the whole ? 

The 8th section has been already noticed. 

The 9th section prohibits, under a penalty of £20, the 
abstraction from an article of “food’’ (why not also 
“drug” ?) of any part of it so as to affect injuriously its 
quality, substance, or nature, with the intent that it shall 
be sold in its altered state without notice, and also forbids 
the sale of any article so altered without disclosure of the 
alteration. 

To the defences above noticed (the proof of which is 
by section 24 thrown on the accused) it must be added 
that by section 25 the defendant in any prosecution under 
the Act may defend himself by showing that he bought 
the article as being the same in nature, substance, and 
quality with that demanded by the prosecutor, and with 
a written warranty to that effect, and that he soldit 
without any reason to think it otherwise, and in the 
same state in which he bought it; but of this defence 
he must give “due” notice (what is “due” is not de- 
fined), under the penalty of having to pay the costs of 
the prosecution. 

In support of the defence, the defendant and his wife 
(wives are evidently assumed incapable of committing an 
offence under the Act) are competent witnesses (section 
21). By section 27 penalties are imposed on forging 
a warranty or applying it to an article other than that 
in relation to which it was given, and on giving a false 
warranty or a false label. 

A necessary preliminary to a prosecution is that the 
article shall have been analyzed by a public analyst, and 
the appointment and functions of these officials are regu- 
lated by sections 10—19. In England their appointment 
rests, in the City with the Commissioners of Sewers, and 
in the other parts of the metropolis with the vestries and 
district boards acting under the Metropolis Manage- 
ment Act; in counties with the quarter sessions, and in 
boroughs with the town council. It is optional, except 
where appointments have already been made, or whore 
the appoiutment is required by the Local Government 
Board, whose approval of the appointments is in all cases 
required (section 10). Under a series of loosely-worded 
provisions, the purchaser of any food or drug may have 





it analyzed by the public analyst of the place, or, if there 
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‘pe none, of some other place ; and certain public officers 
may procure for the same purpose samples (which any 
person exposing food or drugs for sale cannot, under a 
penalty of £10, refuse to sell), and may have them 
analyzed (sections 12, 13, 16, 17). Provision is made 
for securing the identity of the thing sold with the 
sample analyzed (sections 14, 15); and the certificate 
of the analyst, given in the specified form (section 18), is 
to be evidence of the facts stated in it, unless the de- 
fendant requires him to be called as a witness (section 21). 
Every analyst is to make a quarterly report to the au- 
thority appointing him (section 19). 

The proceedings against offenders are regulated by 
sections 20—28. They are to be taken before justices 
in petty sessions (section 20), who may in their discretion 

ure an analysis to be made by the chemical officers 
of the Inland Revenue (section 22). An appeal to the 

uarter sessions is given against convictions (section 23). 
Section 26 provides for the application of the penalties. 
By section 28 the right of indictment is preserved, as 
well as civil remedies, and it is provided that in any 
action for breach of contract on the sale of any food or 
drug the penalty and costs incurred by the plaintiff may 
be recovered, on proof that he purchased the article as 
being of the same nature, substance, and quality as was 
demanded of him, and not knowing it to be otherwise, 
and that he sold it in the same state; but the defendant 
may prove that the conviction was wrongful, or the 
amount of costs unreasonable. Section 29 provides for 
the expenses of executing the Act. 

Special provisions are made by sections 30, 31, with 
respect to tea. All imported tea is to be examined by 
Customs officers to be appointed for that purpose, and 
if the tea is found to be mixed with other substances, or 
to be “ exhausted ”’ (i.e., deprived of its proper quality, 
strength, or virtue by steeping, infusion, decoction, or 
other means), it is not to be delivered unless with the 
sanction of the Commissioners of Customs, and on such 
terms as they may direct; and if it is found by the 
analysts to be unfit for human food, it is to be forfeited 
and destroyed, or otherwise disposed of as the Commis- 
sioners may direct. 

On the whole, considering that this was a Government 
Bill, we might reasonably have expected to see a more 
creditable piece of legislation. It gets rid of the old diffi- 
culties, but it substitutes new ones of its own; and 
though in some respects its phraseology is superior to 
that of the repealed statutes, it is far from being such 
4 piece of work as will entitle its authors to the reputa- 
tion of having settled the law on a clear and intelligible 
footing. It should be remembered, however, that a Bill 
seldom passes in the shape it leaves the hands of the 





Mr, A. J. Allen, of Great Tower-street, London, sends 
the following extraordinary letter to the Timmes:— As one 
of the grand jury at the Central Criminal Court this session 
{ was not a little surprised to see the petty jury found those 
miserable lads Stonestreet and Drinkwater guilty of wilful 
murder, although accompanying their verdict with a recom- 
mendation to mercy, After the Solicitor to the Treasury had 
laid all the evidence before us, I suggested whether it was 
Not really only a case of manslaughter, when Mr. Pollard 
teplied,‘ Well, gentlemen, if you return a true bill for the 
Steater crime, I think you may safely leave that question 
to the judge who tries the case and the petty jury ; but I 
May also add that, under any circumstances, this is hardly 
Sease in which the extreme penalty of the law will be 
carried out, whatever the verdict may be.’ The grand 

ury, thereupon, returned a true bill of wilful murder, although 

quite convinced all the twenty-three gentlemen would 
now willingly sign a memorial that the lives of these 
wretched lads should be spared. The time is growing short, 
‘nd as I know of no way of reaching my fellow-jurymen, 
except through the press, may I beg your insertion of this 

in your next issue, when I will at once take steps 
to obtain their wishes in the matter upon their comunica- 
ting with me at 13, Idol-lane, Great Tower-street.” 


Rehiews. 


THE JUDICATURE ACTS. 


Tus Juptcature Acts, 1873 anp 1875, ConTAINING THE 
Srarurges, Rutes or Court, AND OrpeRs In Counci, 
with Notes; Formine a Practice or THE SUPREME 
Court. By J. M. Lety and W. D. I. Founxgs, 
Barristers-at-Law. H. Sweet; Stevens & Sons. 


In view of the coming array of books on the Judica- 
ture Acts, it has been matter of serious consideration how 
best to deal with them in these columns. No doubt the 
most convenient course would be to wait until all have 
been issued, then to compare them together, and to 
afford some idea of their relative merits. But to do this 
would involve long delay, some injustice to the 
authors and publishers of the earlier works, and some 
inconvenience to our readers, who naturally wish to have 
an estimate of the merits of the different books soon after 
they are issued. It seems desirable, therefore, to notice 
at an early date after publication the leading features of 
each of the treatises, adding, possibly, a comparative 
article at the close of the series. 

We have here the first of the more ambitious works 
on the new system, and we are glad that there is much 
in its design and execution of which we can approve. 
What we may term the mechanical part of the work is 
excellent. The type is good, the shape convenient, and 
the size of the book handy. The headings to the pages 
containing the rules of court enable any order to be 
found very readily, and (though we ought hardly to in- 
clude this feature among the mechanical characteristics of 
the book) the marginal notes which have been affixed tothe 
rules are likely to be found a great convenience to the 
reader. The incorporated statutes are printed at the end 
of the book, and under the head of “subsisting proce- 
dure,” a number of statutory provisions are also in- 
cluded. A very useful “time table” is given at the close 
of the volume, and the index is fairly full, and, so far as 
we have tested it, accurate. 

As regards the original matter in the work, it is 
necessary to bear in mind the statement with which 
the preface opens, that “on such a subject as the 
Judicature Acts little original writing will be expected 
at this date, and the most that can be done is to present 
the statutory matter in a convenient shape.” With this 
we agree to a considerable extent, but not wholly. The 
two great evils to be avoided by writers on this subject 
are incautious speculation and the heaping up of cases 

on the old practice already contained in the text-books. 
The one is misleading; the other useless. With neither 
of these defects can the volume before us be charged. It 
fulfils to a great extent the aim announced of presenting 
the statutory matter in a convenient shape. But it is 
desirable in a work of this kind that attention should be 
rather pointedly drawn to changes in the law and prac- 
tice. Even the practitioner who is thoroughly conversant 
with common law and equity practice will find it con- 
venient to have his memory jogged as to the deviations 
from that practice, while to students and persons less 
familiar with the practice it is obviously essential to 
the comprehension of the new rules that the results of 
the changes effected by them should be clearly indi- 
cated. In these respects we think the authors might, 
in many places, have done more than they have. They 
give a short “ history of the Supreme Court and summary 
of its procedure,” and a considerable number of notes 
upon different sections and rules. Many of these are 
useful, but in many instances where notes are needed we 
find them either wanting or deficient. To take a few in- 
stances—underorder 8 we do not find pointed outthe result 
of the important change as to renewal of writs only by 
order, and upon proof of reasonable service or for 
other good reason. There is no note to order 19, 
rule 6, pointing out that pleadings must, (see order 





41, rule 1), be filed before judgment is entered. 
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Again, in the note to section 10 of the Judicature Act, 
1875, no reference is made to the reversal by that section 
of the rule in Kellock’s case (L. R. 3 Ch. 769). The im- 
portance of the change effected by the provision, that 
instead of a writ of inquiry there may be an assessment 
by any of the modes in which any question arising in an 
action may be tried, is not observed upon under order 
13, rule 6 or order 29, rule 4. And we do not find it 
anywhere pointed out in the notes to the rules or the 
summary of procedure that the rules of pleading apply 
to petitions. ‘T'hese instances are sufficient to illustrate 


our meaning; the omissions have doubtless chiefly arisen 
from a desire to keep strictly within the lines marked out 
by the authors, but they detract from the value of the 
book, and should be supplied in any subsequent editions. 


THE PUBLIC HEALTH ACT. 


A Dicestr or tHe Law Rziatine To Pustic Hearty AND 
Locat GovERNMENT, witH Notes or 1,073 Lerapine 
Cases, &c., &c. By Geroncy F. Cuamners, F.R.AS., 
Barrister-at-Law. Seventh Edition. Stevens & Son; 
Knight & Co. 

Tue Pusiic Hearts Act, 1875, witn Suort Explanatory 
Notes. By J. V. Vesex Firzcerarp, Esq., Barrister- 
at-Law. Longmans. 

Mr. Chambers’ book, which “has passed through six 
editions in little more than two years,” has, he states, in 
the present edition been entirely re-constructed. We 
may say at once that it bears evident marks of a thorough 
acquaintance with the subject, and (except in one in- 
stance) of great care in working up the material. The 
book contains five parts, being (1) a digest of statutes; 
(2) a digest of cases; (3) official documents; (4) prece- 
dents of bye-laws; and (5) some thirty or forty statutes 
at length ‘‘ relating to sanitary authorities,’ the Act of 
1875 being given amongst them in its chronological 
order. 

The first part is thoroughly well done. The effect of 
the whole of public health legislation is set forth in 
790 succinct paragraphs with marginal references to 
statutory sources, the author’s own language being 
almost invariably used instead of the language of 
the statutes. Three commendable abbreviations are 
used throughout the work, A. standing for “ Public 
Health Act, 1875,” L.G.B. for ‘Local Government 
Board,” and L.A. for “Local Authority.” A similar 
ingenuity has devised an expedient thus explained in the 
preface :— 

** Urban Authorities consulting part i. will find what con- 
cerns them in the first five chapters ; but Rural Authorities 
must, in the first instance, refer to chapter vi., and then 
ascertain the details of their duties by turning to 0 many 
of eo eet 728 paragraphs as have a Maltese cross prefixed 
to them.” 


The second part is also well done, the cases being 
abstracted with terseness and pvecision, but it would 
have been more convenient if their bearing upon the new 
Act had been pointed out. A similar remark applies to the 
official documents given in the third part. ‘The collec- 
tion of precedents of bye-laws will be of great practical 
use. 
Coming to the last part, we find the expedient adopted 
of binding up the Queen’s printers’ copy of the Act of 
1875. This was doubtless a happy thought in the cause of 
speed, but we cannot but think that the adoption of this 
course has to some extent marred an otherwise very good 
book. Forinstance, we presume it is for this reason that the 
indexes of each part, or rather of the tirst four parte— 
for the fifth and most important part has no index at all 
— are at the endof each part. Anditis for this reason 
that no notes are given to explain the sources of the 
consolidating enactments, and the marginal notes, which 
have been very properly revised in the case of the other 
statutes, appear unaltered in the case of the Act of 1875, 
In the next edition these imperfections will doubtless be 
remedied. 





———>-, 

Mr. Fitzgerald disclaims competition with larger works 
already written upon his own and kindred subjects, ang 
keeps strictly within the limits marked out by his title 
page; annotating with a peculiar brevity, and including 
in the text only “ those sections of the incorporated Actg 
which are of every-day importance ’’—the selected enact. 
ments being the Waterworks Clauses Act, 1847 (sections 
28—74) ; the Waterworks Clauses Act, 1863 (sections 3— 
21); the Towns Improvement Clauses Act, 1847 (sections 
64—83); the Markets and Fairs Clauses Act, 1847 
(sections 12—41) ; and the Towns Police Clauses Act, 1847 
(sections 21—69). All these statutes, as well ag 
the Act of 1875, are printed without their marginal 
notes, and there is no systematic information as to 
what sections of the Act of 1875 reproduce old law, 
and what sections are new. We also greatly miss some 
kind of introduction, which might have given some 
general information of this kind in a few pages, 
and would certuinly have rendered the subject one 
which both lawyers and laymen could more easily 
comprehend. The notes to the sections, which it 
has been our author's aim to give “only where 
explanation of the Act seemed wanted,” are, subject to 
the exception above referred to, pretty fairly done, 
and the printing of a selection only of the cases 
(some 450 out of the 1,073) is judicious. But in 
dealing with the:incorporation of the Lands Clauses 
Acts (section 176) it would surely have been well 
to give a short abstract of the principal sections, 
instead of dismissing them with the remark that 
“the Lands Clauses Acts are not printed here, as they 
would make this volume too bulky, and do not come 
within its scope.” 

We must add that Mr. Fitzgerald’s index, an im. 
portant feature in an edition of a new and very bulky 
Act, is compiled with more than ordinary care, the sub- 
headings being in alphabetical order—an arrangement 
which may help some readers, and can puzzle none. 





General CorrespanVence. 


Tx Lonpon Orrice For THE IssuE or WRITS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 

Sir,—Order 5, rules 1 and 2, in the Judicature Act 
Amendment Act, provide for the place of issue of writs 
of summons, some ont of the district registries, others 
out of ‘‘ the London office.” 

Rule 6 provides for sealing the writ by ‘‘ the proper 
officer,” rule 7 requires a copy of the writ to be left 
with that officer, and other rules and forms provide that 
every writ shall have on the face of it the name of the 
division, the year, a letter, and a number; and thataa 
entry shall be made in ® cause-book in the same manver 
as proceedings are now entered in the Record and Writ 
Clerk’s Office. 

I do not find in the Act, or additional rules, any state- 
ment as to where “‘ the London office”’ is to be found. 

Manifestly, it would not be well to have a number of 
offices in London for the issuing of sammenses, as there 
would not then be a consecutive entry of actions, and the 
Act seems to point to this as one of the reforms. 
practice of the Record and Writ Clerk’s Office in this re- 
spect is not only to be continued, bat extended to every 
action, and therefore the conclusion appears to be that 
that office will be ‘‘the London office.” No doubt the 
common law offices will be continued for the ordinary 
work of the ‘‘ common law side” of the new High Court, 
in reference to all matters of an interlooutory character, 
such as rules, motions, &c., and the taxation of costs in 
the common law division ; but probably the learned heads 
of the profession have determined that one office only in 
London shall be established for issuing summonses, entet- 
ing appearances, and filing documents, and that sudb 
office shall be the Record and Writ Clerk's Office, whose 
practice is retained, and whose officers are already 
familiar with the mode provided for by the above-men- 
tioned order. 
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——————— 
Whether this has been determined on or not, you, Mr, 
Bditor, may perhaps be aware, but it would be very de- 
sirable that the pr ofeesion should know in good time where 
write are to be issued end proceedings filed, and perhaps, 
therefore, yon will be good enongh to use your influence to 
the matter settled. 

Would it not be well to shorten the name of the above. 
mentioned office (if it be continued) and call it the ‘‘ Re- 
cord and Writ Office” ? A Manacine Cup rk. 

Sept. 27. SGT! 

See the statement on this subject with which we have 
been favoured, ante, under the head “ Current Topics.” 


zp, SJ. ] 








Sucieties. 


BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


At a meeting of this society, held on Tuesday evening 
last, N. Nathan, Esq., barrister-at-law, in the chair, after 
a vote of thanks to Mr. Rider for his services during his 
term of office as honorary secretary of the society had been 
uwanimously passed, a debate took place upon the follow- 
ing question :—‘ A parcel of furs over the value of £10 is 
delivered to a railway company’s carman, on his calling at 
the sender’s place of business, without being insured or 
their value declared, and is lost during transit. Is the 
company liable to make good the loss?” Mr. David led 
in the affirmative, and was supported by Mr. Huggins. 
Mr. Heath replied in the negative, and was followed by 
Mr. Horton. The voting was in favour of the negative by 
a large majority. A vote of thanks to the chairman ter- 
minated the proceedings. 





Appotuturents, Ete. 


Mr, Rosert LE Porr TRENcH, barrister, has been ap- 
pointed Attorney-General of the Colony of Victoria under 
the new Administration. Mr. Trench was called to the 
bar at the Middle Temple in Hilary Term, 1842, and was 
admitted to the bar at Melbourne in 1855. 

Mr. Ggorce MacrHEerson Grant, solicitor, of Melbourne, 
hes been appointed Minister of Justice for the Colony of 
Victoria under the new Administration. Mr. Grant isa 
member of the Legislative Assembly of Victoria. 

Mr. Cuartes Witt1am Waters, solicitor, of Winchester, 
has been appointed Definty-Coroner for the Winchester 
Division of Hampshire. Mr. Waters was admitted a soli- 
citor in 1869. 

Mr. Thomas H. Weeks has been appointed a London 
Commissioner io administer Oaths in Chancery, and also 
ths Courts of Common Pleas and Exchequer: 

Mr. Jonn Prescop Woop, solicitor, of York, has been 
elected without opposition by the freeholders resident in 
the York division of Yorkshire as one of the Coroners of the 
County of York, an office which had been held by his late 
father, Mr. John Wood. for fifty years. Mr. Wood was 
admitted a solicitor in 1846, and is in partnership with 
his brother, Mr. Henry Wood. He is also coroner for 
the city of York. 








THE ADMIRALTY CIRCULAR ON FUGITIVE 
SLAVES. 

Tur following is the text of the Admiralty “ Instractions,” 

on which we commented last week :— 

“1, Cases of this kind may be divided into three classes: 
where slaves come on board a ship or boat in harbour or 
within territorial waters either to escape from the alleged 
cruelty of their ‘masters or to avoid the consequences of 

neir misdeeds ; where the British ship or boat is on the 
high seas and the refugee slave, escaping, perhaps, from 
4 Vessel also at sea, would be in danger of losing his life 
Were be not received on board; where a person has been 
detained on shore in a state of slavery, and escaping to a 

bh ship or boat, claims British protection on the 
ground that he has been so detained contrary to treaties 
between Great Britain and the country from the 





shores of which he escapes, as in the case of territories 
which, like Oman, Madagascar, and Johanna are partially 
free, 


“2, The broad rule to be observed is that a fugitive 
slave should not be permanently received on board any 
description of ship under the British flag unless his life 
would be endangered if he were not allowed to come on 
board. The reason for this rule is that, were it otherwise, 
the practical result would be, in the first instance, to 
encourage and assist a breach of the law of the country, 
and, next, to protect the person breaking that law. 
And a contrary rule would lead to endless disputes 
and difficulties with the legal masters of slaves, for it might 
happen, to take an extreme instance—that the whole slave 
portion of the crews of vessels engaged in the pearl fishery in 
the Persian Gulf might take refuge on board British ships, 
and, if free there, their masters would be entirely ruined, 
and the mistrust and hatred caused in their minds would be 
greatly eve to British interests. 

**3. Such being the general and broad rule, it remains 
to apply it, as far as possible, to the three classes of cases. 
mentioned above. In the first case, the slave must not be 
allowed to remain on board after it has been proved to the 
satisfaction of the officer in command that he is legally a 
slave. In the second, the slave should be retained on board: 
on the ground that on the high seas the British vessel is a 
part of the dominions of the Queen, but when the vessel re- 
turns within territorial limits of the country from a vessel 
of which the slave has escaped he will be liable to be sur- 
rendered on demand being made, supported by necessary 
proofs. In the third class, a negro might claim 
protection on the ground that, being by the terms of 
a treaty free, he was, nevertheless, being detained 
as a slave. It would then become the duty of the com- 
manding officer to satisfy himself as to the truth of this 
statement, and to be guided in his subsequent pro- 
ceedings in regard to such person by the result of his in- 
quiries and the law which would then affect the case. Those 
interested in maintaining the slavery of the person claiming 
his freedom should assist at the inquiry, and in the event of 
his claim being established, the local authorities should be: 
requested to take steps to insure his not relapsing into. 
slavery. 

“4, As a general principle, care should be taken that. 
slaves are not misled into the belief that they will find 
their liberty by getting under the British flag afloat, or 
induced by the presence of a British ship to leave their own 
ships, if at sea, or their employment, if on shore. 

**5. When surrendering fugitive slaves, commanding 
officers should exercise their discretion in endeavouring, ac- 
cording to the circumstances of each case, to obtain an 
assurance that the slaves will not be treated with undue 
severity. 

**6. A special report is to be made of every case of a 
fugitive slave seeking refuge on board one of her Majesty's 


oy, The above instructions are also to be considered part 

of the general slave trade instructions, and to be inserted at 

age 29 of that volume, with a heading of ‘ Receipt of 
‘ugitive Slaves.’ ” 





“egal <tents. 


The office of Vice-Chairman of the Cheshire Quarter 
Sessions has become vacant by the death of Sir Harry 
Mainwaring, Bart. 

Notice is given in the Gazette by the Commissioners of 
Inland Revenue, that the stamp duties payable in respect 
of bills of lading and scrip certificates, which have hither- 
to been denoted by dies appropriated to such duties and 
bearing the words ‘‘ Bill of Lading”’ and “ Scrip" respec- 
tively, will, on and after the 25th of October, 1875, be 
— and denoted by the dies in ordinary use for deeds 
and other instruments. 

Mr. John Monckton, solicitor, of Maidstune, hu» dee 
sented with his portrait, painted by Mr. Sant, K.a., oa the 
occasion of his resigning the town clerkship o that borough 
after holding the office for thirty-seven years, The testi- 
monial has been purchased by 560 subscribers of one guinea 
each, sixty of whom were solicitors in Kent. The por- 
trait was presented to Mr. Monckton at a public luncheon 
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at the Town Hall, at which Mr. Hughes, the Mayor of 
Maidstone, presided. Mr. Monckton is succeeded in his 
office by his son, Mr. Herbert Monckton, and his eldest son, 
Mr. John Braddick Monckton, is town clerk of the City of 


902 Oct. 2, 1875, 


—___ 
a 


Monny MARKBT AND City INTELLIGENCE, 


The rate of discount remains at two per cent., the 
directors of the Bank having made no change at their 








London. 


At the Lambeth Police-court recently Mr. Ellison made 
some strong remarks relating to the practice of railway 
companies taking out summonses and afterwards withdraw- 
He wished his observations to 


ing from the prosecution. 
reach the proper authorities to prevent the practice being 


-continued. A gentleman from the office of the solicitors to 


the London, Chatham, and Dover Railway attended to with- 
draw two summonses against a person for travelling on the 
railway without paying his fare and for obstructing an 
official in the execution of his duty at the Elephant and 
Castle Station. He was requested by the company to with- 
draw the summonses. Mr. Ellison asked what was the 
reason for the application. The applicant said the defendant 
had been to the manager and explained that he had been 
abroad, and when he returned and travelled on the line he 
was not aware his season ticket was out of date. It was out 
of date about two months. Mr. Ellison said there was a 
second summons of a serious nature—that of violent conduct 
towards an ofticial of the company. It seemed to him that 
the withdrawal of such summonses was a direct encourage- 
ment to other persons to commit fraud, and when detected to 
assault and obstruct the officials. There was acarcely a day 
but something of the kind occurred, and he thought railway 
companies, after obtaining summonses against offenders, 
should look well at the consequences before they withdrew 
from the prosecution. It was disadvantageous to the ends 
of justice ; because parties so offending chose to make some 
apology the fraud or other offence was overlooked. All he 
could say was, and he wished it to be known, that if such 
@ course was adopted by railway companies they must 
expect the offences to continue. He should certainly not 
allow the summonses in this instance to be withdrawn ; but 
if no parties appeared on the day appointed for the hearing 
they would be dismissed. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
Oct. 1, 1875. 
| Annuities, April, °45, 9} 
Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
Ex Bille £1000, 24 per Ct. 11 pm 
Ditto, £500, Do, Il pm 
| Ditto, 2100 & £200, 11 pm. 
| Bank of England Stock. 5 per 
Ct. (last balf-year), 252 
| Ditte or Account, 


3 per Cent. Consols, 93% 
Ditto for Account, Oct. 5, 94§ 
3 per Cent. Reduced, 92% 
New 3 per Cent., 92 

Do. 34 perCent., Jan. ’%4 
Do. 24 perCent.,Jan. 94 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan.’78 
Avnuities, Jan.’60— 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 


Ditto 5 per Cent., July, ’60,108§ , Ditto,5$per Cnt., May,’79 99 
Ditto for Account, — Ditto Debentures, 4 per Cents 
Ditto 4 perCeat., Oct. °88,105 April, 64 

Ditto, ditto, Certificates — Do.Wo,5 per Cent,, Aug, 73 
Ditto Exfaced Ppr.,4 per Cent.92 | Do. bonds, 4 per Cent. £1000 
dad, Buf.Pr.,5 pC.,Jar.’72 Ditto, dittc, uader £1000 


RAILWAY STOCK. 





Railways. Paid.|Closing Price. 


@tock Bristol and Exeter 
Stock Caledoni ose 
Stock Giasgow and South-Western 
Stock Great Eastern Ordinary Stock ..esccscoes 
Stock Great Northern ........ssescescoeee ssoees 
Bae Gig DORE ose cckncstivtvcdtebbastenieccines 
Stock Great Southern and Western of Ireland 
Stock Great Western—Original..,..0.06-..+00000 
Stock Lancashire and Yorkshire ..,. 

‘London, Brighton, and South Co 
Stock London, Chatham, and Dover,,,. 
Stock London and North-Western . 
Stock | London and Soath Western........ . 
Stock Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln 
Stock Metropolitan ooo 
Moxck, Do., District 
Stock Midi A 
‘Cock North British 
Stock North Eastern 
Stock North London 
‘Bock North Staffordshire ...... 
MUCK BOUT KAMEN vos ceeccecccrceee 





























I Tad 


*A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has been paid to B, 





meeting on Thursday. The proportion of reserve to lig. 
bilities has declined from 53 to 484 per cent. Railwa 
declined in the early part of the week, but later on a gop. 
siderable recovery has taken place. Foreign stocks have 
in most cases declined. Bank sharesremain dull. Congolg 
93% to 93% for money and account. 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
Cuurcu—Sept. 21, at Lee, Kent, the wife of Alfred F. Church, 
solicitor, 29, Mark-lane, E.C., of a son. 
Duncan—Sept. 22, at Richmond, Surrey, the wife of George 
James Duncan, of the Inner Temple, barrister-at-law, of a 


son. 

Forster—Sept. 27, at Rothesay, Bute, N.B., the wife of J, 
Douglas Forster, barrister-at-law, of a son, prematurely, 

KenNnEDY—Sept. 22, at 65, Upper Parliament-street, Liverpool, 
the wife of William R. Kennedy, barrister-at-law, of a 


daughter. 
MARRIAGES. 


GARDNER—COLLIER—Sept. 23, at St. Peter’s, Brighton, Cuth- 
bert Gardner, of 50, Regent’s-park-road, and 45, Biccersbalps 
square, solicitor, to Edith Lucy, third daughter of Vincent J. 
Collier, of 27, Upper Bedford-place, London. 

ae creme pty“ 23, at St. George the Martyr, 
Queen-square, London, Robert George Marchant, of Graveg- 
end, and the Temple, solicitor, to Marian, only daughter of 
W. H. Slater, of Gravesend, Kent. 


DEATH. 
MittER—Sept. 22, Rowland Miller, of 89, Denmark-hill, and 6 
Copthall-court, E.C., aged 46. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Farpay, Sept. 24, 1875. 
LimitED 1N Omancery. 

British Seaweed Company, Limited.—-V.C. Bucon, acting for the M.R., 
has, by an order dated Aug 20, appointed Henry John Cam Frederic 
Woodhouse, Warwick court, Holborn, and John Neilson Cuthbert 
son, Bath st, Glasgow, to be official liquidators. 

Civil Service Review Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, 
presented Sept 10, directed to be heard before the M.R. on the firs 
petition day in November. Ellisand Co, St Swithin’s lane, solicitors 
for the petitioners. 

Dunraven Adare Coal and Tron Company, Limited. —Petition for wind- 
ing up, presented Sept 22, directed be heard before V.C. Bacon on 
Oct 5. Webb, Queen Victoria st, solicitor for the petitioners. 

Newspaper Compaoy, Limited.—Petition for windiag up, presented 
Aug 31, directed to be heard before the M.R. on the first petition 
day in November. Ellis and Co, St Swithia’s lane, solicitors for the 
petitioners, 

Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Turspar, Sept. 26, 1875, 

Lytchett Matravers Friendly Society, Chequers Inn, Lytchett Matravers, 
Dorset. Sept 13 

Working Men's Club, Walsall, Stafford. Sept 14 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Farivar, Sept 24, 1875. 
Stansfield, Ashton, Newton grove, nr Todmorden, York, Cottoa 
Spinner. Oct 28. Higoley v Stansfield, V.C. Bacon. Layton aad 
Jaques, Ely place 


Creditors under 22 & 28 Vict. cap. 36. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Faipay, Sept 24, 1875, 
Collins, Rufus, Robert town, Birstal, York, Farmar. Novl, Cham- 
bers and Chambers, Brighouse 
Date, William, Crewkeroe, Somerset, Surgeon. Deol. Best and 
Horton, Birmingham 
Davies, John, Aberyawith, Cardigan, Retired Harbour Master. Nor 
8. Hughes and Son, Aberyowith 
Evans, Esther, Swansea, Glamorgan, Nov 4, David Jenkins, Gwernlisa, 
Liansamilet, nr Neath 
Foster, Maria Martha, Torquay, Devon. Novl0. Tayleur and Lindop, 


Torquay 
Foates, Schenk, Birmingham, Land Ageat. Deci. Best and Horton, 
rminogham 
Freeman, Eilen, Stowmarket, Suffolk, Oct 31. Jackson and Co, Chat- 


cery lane 
Fresmen, Mary, Stowmarket, Suffolk, Oct 31, Jackson and Co, Cha- 


Gough, Ralph, Gorsebrook, Stafford, Gent. Nov 20. Gough and Colt 
bourn, Woiverhampton 
Grace, Josiah, Bristol, Corn Factor. Nov 1. Livett, Bristol 
Hales, Kaipb, Cobridge, Stafford, Surveyor. Novs0, Jullao, Burslem 
oe ames, Weston, Suffolk, Farmer, Nov 1. Hopeman and 0, 
r 
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, Worrall, Thomas, ee no occupation. Pet Sept 22, Harris. 
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—— 
Hollingsworth, Mary, Barnes, Surrey. Nov9. Saw, Park terrace, 
wieh 


James. Coventry, Baker. Oct 23. Minster, Coventry 
ing. Harriott, Dartmouth st, Westminster. Oct 30. Ellerton, Queen 
side 
Bo a Hannah, Bromley co:nmen. Kent. Oct 5, Arnaud, Bromley 
Relph, Elizabeth, Ellerby House, Cumberland. Nov i.  Bainton, 
v 
sateen. Thonss Leeson, Westbourne grove west, Oct20. Roy 


Cartwright. Lothd ury 
Bh Sarah, Stourbridge, Worcester. Decl. Best and Horton, Bir- 


wed Bristol, Gent. Nov 1. Gwyn and Westhorp, Bristol 
Siraker, Samuel, Fencharch st, Printer. Nov l. Sharpeand Co, Bed- 


row 
seinen. Cornwallis, Hampton Wick, Middlesex, Exq. Nov 1. 
Lethbridge and Son, Abington st, Westminster 
Wood, John, High Longthwaite, nr Wigton, Gent. Nov 25. Mason, 
Whitehaven 
Worth, Joseph, Halifax, York, Woollen Manufacturer. June 24. Jubb, 
Ha'itux 
Baakrupts. 
Frivay, Sept. 24, 1875. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. f 
Brad George Maltby Thomas, Brabant court, Philpot lane, Ship Broker. 
PetSept 21. Pepys. Oct 8 at Il 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Eyre, Thomas, Westwood Farm, Oxford, Farmer. Pet Sept 21. Collins. 
‘Reading, Oct 9 at 11 
Houghton, ——. :- aca Stafford, Joiner. Pet Sept 20. Spilsbury. 
fford, Oct 7a 
Pr Robert, Stockton-on-Tees; Darham, Iron Manufacturer. Pet 
£20, Crosb*, Stookton-on-Tees, Oct 7 at 3 
Joce, Samuel, Newport, Devon, Gent. Pet Sept 20. Bencraft. Barn- 
staple, Oct 8 at3 
Pearson. Alfred Coleman, Kingston-upon-Hall, Coal Merchant, Pet 
Sept 20. Rollit. Kingston-upon-Hull. O-t 19 at2 
Ponchard, William, Rackenford, Devon, Cattle Salesman. Pet Sept 16, 
Daw, Exeter, Oct 8 (instead of Oct !) at 11 
Robins, George, Bexley heath, Kent, Ironmonger. Pet Sept 18. Ac- 
worth. Rochester, Ost 7 at 10.30 
Webster, John, Lei » Out of business. Pet Sept 20. Ingram. 
Leicester, Oct Sat 11 
Willliams, John, Blanbran Farm, Monmouth, Farmer. Pet Sopt 20. 
Roberts. Newport, Uct 12 at I 





Barnet, Oct 19 at 1 
Toxspar, Sept. 28, 1875. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act,1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Coin, M —_, Wilson st, Finsbury, Wholesale Clothier. Pet Sept 24. 
Pepys. Oct 12 at 11.30 
Cousent,R T  , Cornhill. Pet Sent 24. Pepys. Oct 12 at 12.30 
Lioyd, Oliver Wimburn, Gresham buildings, Basinghall st, Solicitor. 
Pet Sept 23. Pepys. Oct i2at ll 
Stocks, Jane, Bridge rd, Limehouse, Ships’ Jack Stay Maker. Pet Sept 
23, Pepys. Oct 12 at 12 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Bates, Thomas, Southwell, Nottingham, Grocer. Pet Sept 24. Speed. 
Nottingham, Oct 12 at 3 
Bevan, George Ace, Swansea, Glamorgan, Commissien Agent. Pet Sept 
16, Jones. Swansea, Oct 9 at 12 
Crowther, James, and Eli Crowther, Halifax, York, Worsted Manu- 
facturers. Pet Sept 24. Rankin. Halifax, Oct 14 at 11 
Mackintosh, Thomas, Great Stanmore, Middlesex, Painter. Pet Sept 
%5, Edwards. St Alban’s, Oct 11 at 12 
Mays, William John, Tarapston, Northampton, Fellmonger. Pet Sept 
25, Dennis, Northampton, Oct 16 at 11 
Motta, John, Houghton-le-Spring, Durham. Pet Sept 25, Marshall, 
Durham, Oct 12 at 11 
Peacock, Charles, Reading, Berks, Butcher. Pet Sept25. Collins. 
Reading, Oct 16 at 2,30 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED, 
; Faipay, Sept. 24, 1475, 
Brock, William Kortriaht, Addison terrace, Kensington, Surgeon. Sept 9 
Potter, Henry, and William Ferrige, Sutton, Surrey, Builder. Sept 20 
Tugspay, Sept 28, 1875. 
Edwards; Edward Hugh, Ruthin, Denbigh, Attorney. Sept 24 
Fim, John, Leicester, Builder. pt 2 ‘ 
"oe afttem, Albert villas, Seven Sisters’ rd, Holloway, Builder. 
t 24 


Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Faipar, Sept. 24, 1875. 
Attwood, Joseph, Lawn houses, Peckham rd, out of business. Oct 2 at 
x - the City Arms, Bloomfield st. Fenton, Albion terrace, Kings- 


n 

Ball, William Henry, High Wycombe, Bucks, Wheelwright. Oct7 at 
3 at offices of Parker and Sons, Easton st, High Wycombe 

Barnes, Haworth, Old Accrington, Lancashire, Joiner. Oct It at 3 at 
Offices of Rarlow, Datton st, New Accrington 

Barr, Archibald, alian Archibald McNay, and Thomas MoCourty, alias 
Thomas McNay, Exeter, Watch Makers, Oot 7 at 11 at Ridler’s 
Family Hotel, Holborn. Toy 

Baxter, Thomas, Lapford, Devon, Baker, Oct 4 at I at offices of Searle, 
High at, Crediton 

Birchall, George, Wavertree, nr Liverpool, Watoh Maker, Oct Gat 12 
atoffices of Boult, Cook st, Liverpool 

Brasher, Edwin, Nottingham, Talior, Oct 16 at 12 at offices of Fraser, 
Brougham chambers, Wheeler gate, Nottingham 

Brown, Houry, Capel, Surrey, Wheelwright, Oct 6 at 3 at the White 
Horse Hotel, Dorking, Down, Dork 


Butler, Henry, Christchurch, Hants, Cabinet Maker. Oct 7 at 2at the 

Inns of Court Hotel, Holborn. Sharp, Christchurch 

Cotlett, Thomas, Haverhill, Suffolk, Draper, Oct 7 at 12 at offices of 

Whale, Cheapside. Ginn, Cambride 

Condliff, Thomas Ockes, Waterloo, Lancashire, Tobeeconist. Oct 13 at 

2 at offices of Smith and Co, Branswick st, Liverpol 

Cook, Thomas, eaham Harbour, Darham, Draper. Oct ll atll at 

otfices of Wright, Tempest place, Seaham Harbour 

Cooper. Join, Lower Crnmpsa'l, Lancashire, Commercial Traveller. 

Oct 7 at 11 at offices of Hockin, Brazennose st, Manc 

Cranston, Booth, Easinztan, York, Grocer. Oct 6 at 2.30 at offices of 

Draper, Fink!> +t, Stockton-on-Tees 

Crossley. John, Huddersfield, York, salseman. Oct 8 at 3 at offices of 

Learovd and Learord. Buxton rd, Huddersfield 

Davis, Henry, St Peter's st, Hackney rd, Boot Manufacturer, Oct 12 

at 12 at offices of Willis, Charlies equare, Hoxton 

Dodd, Peter, Harpurhey, nr Manchester, Cab Proprietor. Oct 11 at 3 

at offices of Sampson, South King st, Manchester 

Dodsworth, James, Bishop Monckton, Painter. Oct 12 at 2 at offices of 
James, Lendal, York. Farmery, Knaresborough 

Dovey, John William, Salford, Lancashire, Art Metal Worker. Oct 6 
at 12 at offices of Gould, St Peter's square, Manchester 

Ellison, John, Washington, Durham, Grocer. Oct 6 at 12 at offices 

of Bush, St Nicholas buildings, Ne le-upon-Tyne 

Forrester, William Henry, sen, Lewisham, Kent, Commission Agent. 
Oct 7 at 3 at offices of Cooper, Chancery lane 

Foster, James, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Jeweller. Oct7 at 11 at offices 
of Von Dommer, Pilgrim st, Newcastle-apon-Tyne 

Goodchild, Henry, Brighton, Sussex, Riding Muster, Oct 15 at 3 at 

Offices of Marshall, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Grimshaw, James, Penwortham, Lancashire, Hay Dealer. Oct 9 at il 
at offices of Lees, King st, Wican 

Gurr, Joseph Thomas, Ashford, Kent, Watch Maker, Oct 9 at 2.30 at 
the Royal Ouk Hotel, Hastings. Hallett and Co 

Hick, Robert, Dunnington, York, Butcher. Oct 7 at 4 at offices of 
Crumbie, Stonegate 

Hirschfeld, Albert Martin, St Benet’s place, Gracechurch st, Wine 
Merchant. Oct 14 at 2 at the City Terminus Hotel, Cannon st. 
Campbell, Cannon st 

—_ David, Leeds, Jeweller. Oct 8 at2at 6, East parade, Leeds, 

aven 

Johnson, James, Over, Cheshire, Tailor. Oct 14 at 2.30 at the Royal 
Hotel, Crewe. Cooke, Middlewich 

Johnson, Thomas, Laisterdyke, nr Bradford, York, Grocer. Oct 6 at 
10 at offices of Gaunt, Chapel lane, Bradford 

Knight, Isaac, Stalybridge, Cheshire, Joiner. Oct 8 at 3 at offices of 
Whitehead, Stamford st, Stalyoridge 

Lublin, Edward, Liverpool, Merchant. Oct 12 at 2 at 14, Cook st, 
Liverpool. Forshaw and Hawkins, Liverpool 

Macneall, Amelia, Moons Mill, nr Preston, Lancashire. Provision 
Dealer. Oct 7 as 3 at offices of Thompson, Chapel st, Preston 

Marchant, Thomas, Hastings, Sussex, Cabinet Maker. Oct I2-at lle 
the Guildhall Coffee House, Gresham st. Neve, St Leonard’s-on- 


Sea 
Miles, William, Bristol, Market Gardener. Oct 11 at 11 at offices 
of Ward, Albion chambers, Bristol 
Mogg, William, Ulverston, Lancashire, Butcher. Oct 7 at 2 at the 
Temperance Hall, Ulverston, Poole, Ulverston 
Neesham, Robert, West Auckland, Durham, Saddler. Oct 7 at ll at 
offices ot Maw, jun, Fore Bondgate, Bishop Auckland 
Nevard, Nehemiah, Lee, Kent, Builder, Oct 7 at 2 at officss of Scard 
and Son, Gracechurch st 
Owen, Joseph, Cooper’s rd, Old Kent rd, Optician. Oct 2 at 2 at 28, 
Leicester square. Fisher and Co 
Parezar, Philip, Leads, General Dealer. Oct 4 at 2 at offices of Crow- 
ther, Rritannia buildings, Oxford place, Leeds 
Plenty, Sarah, and John Tiley Plenty, Bristo', Fellmongsrs. Oct 5 at 
2 at offices of Barnard and Co, Albion chambers, Small st, bristol. 
Fussell and Co, Bristol 
Popham, Abraham Toby, Great St Helen’s, Ship Broker. Oct 1! at 4 
at offices of Bradley, Mark lane 
Puddeferd, Joseph, Cayley at, Limehouce, Licensed Victualler. Oct 4 
at 2 at 9, Lincoln’s inn fielas. Marshal 
ee Robert, Euston rd, Ne. Manufacturer. Oct 7 at 2 at 99, 
uston rd 
Robinson, John, Ravensthorpe, York, Grocer. Oct 8 at 3 at offices of 
Scholefield and Taylor, Brunswick st, Batley 
Smith, Robert, Coppull, Lancashire, Shopkeeper. Oct 7 at 11 at offices 
of Byrom, King st, Wigan 
Smith, Thomas, Stoney Middleton, Derby, Draper. Oct 6 at 3 at offices 
of Jones, Soresby st, Chesterfield 
eS ae Bristol, Grocer. Oct 12 at 2 at offices of Roper, Nicho- 
jas st, Bristol 
Somes, Thomas Partridge, Praed st, Faddington, Draper. Oct !1 at & 
; noe of Minton and Oo, Carey lane. Lumley and Lamley, Coa- 
uit st 
Swan, James Robertson, Lea Cut, Bow, Oil Merchant. Oct 7 at 3 at 
offices of Raven and Curtis, Queen Victoria st 
Tatam, Samue! Walter, Middiesborough, York, Joiner, Oct5 atl at 
offiees of Dobson, Gosford at, Middlesborough 
Thelwall, Jonn, Clay cross, Derby, Baker. Oct 7 at 11 at offices of 
Cowdell, Soresby st, Chesterfiel 
Tweedale, Edwina, Fleetwoo!, Lancashire, General Dealer. Oct 8 at 8 
at offices of Forshaw, Cannon st, Preston 
Tyaoe, John, Salford, Lancashire, Cotton Spinner. Oct 1! at $3 at the 
Clarence Hotel, Spring gardens, Manchester. Sale and Co, Man- 





chester 

Walker, Edward, West Hartlepool, Darham, Contractor, Oct 5 at 12 
at offices of Simpson, Church st, West Hartlepool 

Walster, Jeremiah, Nottingham, Draper, Oct 6 at 12 at offices of Fraser, 
Brougham chambers, Wheeler-gate, Nottingham, Turner, 

West, Jonathan, and John Hutchineon, Kingston-upon-Hull, Linene 
ors . Oct 6 at 12 ad 111, Cheapside, Carr and Co, Basing- 

all ot 
Wiikin, Geerge, London rd, Southwark, Butcher, Oct 8at 12 at offices 





ing 
Buller, Henry, Hastings, Suesex, Builder. Oct 13 at 3 at the Nor+ 
— Norman 1d east, St Leonard's-on-Sea, Neve, 8t Leonard 's- 
Sea 


of Pearce, Giltspur st 
Wilkinson, William, Middlesborough, York, Printer, Oot! at 12 atthe 
Queen Hotel, Zetland rd, Middlesborough. Teale, Middiesborough 
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Torspar, Sept. 28, 1875. 
Adame, Matthew, Bilston, Stafford. Cement Maker. Oct 9 at 1 at offices 
of Willcock, Queen’s chambers, North st, Wolverhampton 
Ayre, Geo ge James, Bristol, Fishmonger. Oct 9 at 11 at offices of 
Tricks »nd Co. Nicholas st, Bristol. Clifton, Bristol 
Ba ber, Edward, Manchester, Paper Maker, Oct 11 at 11 at offices of 
-rowther and Co, Bath chambers, York st, Manchester. Atkinson 
a'd Co Manchester 
tarel-i Catherine, Too'ey st, Southwark, Grocer. Oct 11 at 3 at 58, 
Rarthol mew close. Povle 
Bart'ett, Henry, Broadstairs, Kent, Baker, Oct 9 at 4 at the Albion 
Hotel. Albion st, Broadstairs, Robinson, Fleet st 
Beil, Abraham, jan, Bristol, Bcot Maker. Oct 6 at 12 at offices of Clif. 
ton, Corn st, Kristol 
Benjamin, Wiltam, Ledbury rd, Bavawater, no occupation. Oct 15 at 
ls at effices of Abrahams and Roffery, Old Jewry 
Binney, Ha‘rs Stani'and, Dewsbure, York, Glass Merchant. Oct 9 at 
11 at offices of ‘sinney and Sous. Qi-en st chambers, Sheffield 
Ponsor, Joseph. Birmingham, fish Salesman, Oct 11 at 11 at offices of 
smith, Temple st, Birmingham 
Booker, John Edward, Shetiirld, Cutlery Manager, Oct 1! at 2 at 
off ces ot Taylor, Nortolk row, Sheffi-ld 
Broadway, Ca'eb Fitzelarence Angustu*, H.M.S. Hector, Portsmouth, 
Harts, Assistant-Paymaster R.N. Oct 9 at 3 at offices of King, 
North at, Portsea 
Brown, Robinson Boak, Sheffield, Grocer. Oct 8 at 3 at offices of Clegg 
and Sons, Bank st, Sheffield 
Ds vies. David, Treherbert, Glamorgan, Grocer. Oct 8 at 12 at offices 
of Cooke, Charch st, Pontypridd 
Jay, Thomas Elisha, Milton-next-Gravewnd, Kent, Painter. Oct 7 at 2 
at offices of Pailen, Windmill st, Gravesend 
D dgrhun, Silas, and Nathaniel Dodgshun, Leeds, Woollen Manufac- 
turers, Uct 11 at 11 at offices of Bootn and Co, East parade, Leeds 
Emmerson, John, Bratford-cum-Beswick, fr Manchester, Furniture 
ee Oct 13 at 3 atthe Falst ff Hotel, Market place, Manchester. 
a 
Fink, Charles, Crossley st, Liverpool rd, Islington, Jeweller. Oct 13 at 
3 atotfices of Fowke, Ann at, Birmingham. Piesse and Son, Old 
Jewry chambers 
Ford, Wi liam, townhope, Herefor’, Builder, Oct 12 at 4 at offces of 
Corner, High town, Hereford 
Goléthorpe, W illiam, and Edward Goldthorpe, Batley, York, Contrac- 
tor. Oct lt at ll at offcesof Wooler, Exchange buiidings, Batley 
Graham, Nat! an, Workington, Cumberland, Iankeeper. Oct 14 at I1 
at 6, Br dee st, Workington, Whitelock 
Hales, Edward, jun, and Sydney Metcalfe Quennel, Seething lane, Corn 
Factors. Oct 20 at 2 at offices of Watney, Clement's lane 
Hall, John Charlies, Leeds,Grucer. Oct 8 at 3 at offices of Pickering, 
South parade, Leeds 
Harrison, Thomas, Holt, Denbigh, Licensed Victualler. Oct 12 at 2 at 
offices of Cartwright, Pepper st, Chester 
Higgins, John, Norwich, Rag Merchant. Oct 13 at 12 at offices of Chit- 
tock, Bank st, Norwich 
Hiliary, Charles, Fordingbridge, Hants, Ironmonger. Occ 14 at 
2atthe White Hart Hotel, Salisbury. Whatman 
Howorth, Thomas, Preston, Lancashire, Draper. Oct 12 at 1 at the 
Clarence Hotel, Manchester, Turner, Preston 
Hoaddlestone, Miles, Bowness, Westmorland, Auctioneer. Oct 12 at 2 at 
oftices of Fisher and Gatey, Bowness 
Jones, John, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorgan, Grocer. Oct 7 at 12 at offices 
of Beddoe, Victoria st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Jones, Thomas, Aberavon, Glamorgan, Licensed Victualler. Oct 8 at 3 
at offices of Tennant, Aberavon 
King. Henry, Louth, Lincoln, Grocer, Oct 14 at 12.45 at the Cornhill 
Hotel, Cornhill, Lineola, Stevenson, Nottingham 
Luker, Arthur, Hampstead rd, Grocer. Oct 13 at 2 at 4, Arthur st 
east, May and Co, Adelaide place, London bridge 
Leonard, George, Maindee, Monmouth, Hay Desier. Oct 8 at 11 at 
offices of Farr and Wade, Dock st, Newport 
Liddie, John, Darlington, Durham, Miil Furnaceman, Oct ltat Il at 
1, Coviscliffe rd, Darlington Clayhills 
Marsden, Abraham, Ossett, York, Rag Dealer. Oct ll at 3 at offices 
ot Stringer, Ossett 
Martin, CGoosey, and Hephzibah Martin, Birmingham, Hosiers. Oct 
12 at 12 at offices of Griffin, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 
Martin, Stephen, Par, Cornwall, Butcher. Oct 12 at 2 at Gregory’s 
Hotel, St Austell. Edmonds and Son, Piymouth 
Masuvier, John, Robert’s row, Walham green, Upholsterer. Oct 7 at 
10 at offices of Lewis, Chancery Jane. Long, Biackfriars rd 
Maw, Hans Peter Adolph, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Merchant. Oct8 at 
12 at offices of Hoyle and Co, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
McCulloch, Andrew, Cannon st, Warehouseman. Oct 11 at 2 at offices 
of Swaine, Cheapside 
Meiton, William Thomas, Bory St Edmund’s, Suffolk, Carpenter. Oct 
12 at 12 wt the Guildhall, Bury St Edmund’s, Gross 
Mew, George William Knight, Water st, Wine Merchant. Oct 14 at 3 
at offices of Slater aod Panneil, Guildhall chambers, Basinghall st. 
Downing, Basinghall st 
Morgen, Thomas, Cable st, Whitechapel, Fruiterer. Oct 8 at 12 at 
officer of Reader, Gray’s inn square 
Mouacey, Joseph, Salford, Lancashire, Joiner. Oct 19 at 3 at offices of 
bonting and Bingham, Carlton buildings, Cooper st, Manchester 
Perrin, Wiliam Robert, High st, Southwark, Rod Merchant. Oct 11 
at 1! at the Guildhall Tavera, Lane, New st, Bishopsgate st 
without 
Pettit, Jolin, Giemsford, Suffolk, Mat Maker, Oct 7 at 3 at offices of 
Ca: dinail, Sepuichre st, Sudbury 
Pirie, James, Hebburn New town, Durham, Grocer. Oct 9 at 12 at 
offices of Bush, St Nicholas buildings, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Foulton, William, South st, Manchester square, Tailor, Oct 12 at3 at 
oftces of Ditton, Ironmonger lane 
Prewe t, Daniel, Newport, Monmouth, Baker. Oct 13 at 3 at offices of 
Farr and Wade, Dock et, Newport 
Procter, Thomas, Castleford, York, Fruiterer. Oct ® at 3 at offices of 
Nettleton, Welbeck at, Castleford - 
R bioson, William, Birmingham, Coal Dealer. Oct 8 at 3 at offices of 
Parry, Hennett’s hill, Birmingham 
Beigl-y, John Neal, Leicester, Cabinet Maker. Oct at 1 at the Inns 
0: Court Hotel, Holbora. Owston, Leicester 





—— 

Shilton, William, Southampton, Corn Merchant. Oot 11 at 12 at %, 
Portland st, Southampton. Page 

Shotton, Hannah Grace, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Provision Marchant, 
Oct 8 at 2 at offices of Hoyle and Co, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon. 


Tyne 

Smith, Robert, St John’s square, Clerkenwell, Manufacturing Jeweller, 
Oct 13 at 3 at offices of Brown, Goswell rd 

Starbuck, Margaret Jane, Wolverhampton, Stafford, License 
Vetualler. Oct 8 at 1 at offices of Willcock, Queen's Chambers, 
North st, Wolverhampton 

Swift, George Edward, Sheffield, Steel Manufacturer. Oct 6 at 12 at 
oftices of Tatteraha!!, Qu%en st, Sheffield 

Thompson, Samuel, Hebburn New town, Durham, Grocer. Oct 9 atl) 
at offices of Bush, St Nicholas build'ngs, Newcastle-up n-Tyne 

Tustain, Thomas Henry, Oldbury, Worcest-r, Grocer. Oct 12 at 8 at 
offices of Shakespeare, Church st, Oldbury 

Tyrer, Thomas Bolton, Stoke-upon-Trsnt, Stafford, Travelling Draper, 
Oct 11 at 11 at the Copeland Arms Inn, Stoke-upon-Trent. Sherratt, 
Kidsgrove, Stafford 

Vicary, Frederick, Nevillerd, Stoke Newington, Wheelwright. Oct 9 
at 3 at offices of Lewis, Fenchurch buildings, Fen :hurch st 

Ward, Benjamin Alexander, Newington butts, Ironmonger, Oct 11 
at 2 at offices of Butcher, Cheapside 

Whittaker, Thomas, Paine hil!, nr Slailburn, York, Farmar, Oct 12 
at 3 at offices of Hall and Kaldwin, Clitheroe 

Williamson, Joseph, Wilmslow, Chesaire, Joiner. Oct 15 at 3 at 
offices of Ghew aud Sons, Swan st, Manchester 

Woodhouse, Henry, M'le End rd, Boot Maker. Oct 11 at 3 at offices of 
Goatly, Bow st, Covent garden 

Wright, Frederick, Birmingham, C ock Case Manafacturer. Oct 7 at 
11 at offices of Green, Waterloo st, Birmingham 








UNERAL REFORM.— The exorbitant items 
of the Undertaker’s bill have long operated as gn oppressive tax 
apon all classes of the commanity. With a view of applying a remedy 
to this serious evil the LONDON NECROPOLIS COMPANY, when 
opening their extensive cemetery at Woking, held themselves prepared 
to undertake the whole duties relating to interments at fixed and 
moderate scales of charge, from which survivors may choose according 
to their means and the requirements of thecase. The Company alsé 
andertakes the conduct ot Funerals to other cemeteries, and to all parts 
of the United Kingdom. A pamphlet containing full particulars may 
be obtained, or will be torwaried, apun applicacion to the Cniet Otfice 3 
Lancaster-place Strand, W.C. 


EDE AND SON, 


ROBE os MAKERS. 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench, 
Corporation of London, &c 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO. 
CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS, BC 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 
94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 








AW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE 
4 COMPANY. Chief Office—126, Ohancery-lane, London, W.C 
The Fonds in hand and Capital pebeened amount to £1,400,000 
sterling. 
Chairman—James Cuppoyx, Eo. ae nace Goldsmith’s-build- 
ng, Temple. 
Deputy-Chairman—C. Pemperron, Esq. (Lee, Pemberton, & Reeves), 
Solicitor, 44, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
Every description of Fire and Life Insurance business transacted. 
The Directors iavite attention to the uew form of Life Policy, which 
is free from all conditions, 
The Company advances Money on Mortgage of Life Interest and 
Reversions, whether absolute or contingent. 
Prospectuses, Copies of the Directors’ Report, and Annual Balance 
Sheet, and every information, sent post free, on application to 
FRANK M'‘GEDY, Actuary and Secretary. 


SOVEREIGN LIFE OFFICE 
(Founded 1845.) 


Assurers can obtain ADVANCES of £200 and upwards on Rever- 
om, Annuities, &,, also on guarantee of two or more first-class 
sureties. 

All pamea, with fall particulars, must be sent to the Sacretary, 48, 
St. James’s-street, London, 8.W. 


R=zVeRsIONs AND LIFE INTERESTS 


THESE PROPERTIES ARE PURCHASED, OR LOANS 
GRANTED UPON THE SECURITY OF THEM, 
BY 
THE SCOTTISH EQUITABLE (MUTUAL) 
LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 
Head Office—26, ST. ANDREW-SQUARE, EDINBURGH. 
London Office—69, KING WILLIAM-STREET, E.C. 
Manager—T, B, SPRAGUE, Esq., M.A. 
Solicitors in London.—Messrs. BURTON, YEATES, & HART, 
87, Lincola’s-inn-fielde, 
Income, £277,700. Assets, £2,104,000, 
Every description of Life Insurancebuviness transacted. 
The usual Commission allowed to Solicitors. 
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